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SUMMARY OF THE ARGUMENT
CONFLICTING interests destroy a community unless they
are subordinate to a sense of the common good. But when
fundamentals are in dispute the traditional sense of the
common good may not be strong enough to prevent civil
war or war between nations. Dictatorship is the result of
civil war, veiled or open; but its advocates and supporters
claim to stand for a common good* The alternative to
dictatorship must be at least as attractive emotionally
to those who are interested in public affairs, especially
the youthful. It is not enough to repeat the sacred phrases
of a past generation about "free" trade, "individual"
liberty, and parliaments. What our grandfathers worked
for is not enough for us. But what more do we want?
That is the general problem to be discussed in this book.
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Whose good does public policy secure? The democratic
tradition of the past century is connected with the con-
ception that each should look after his own good and
that public policy should only "keep the ring" for a general
scramble. That conception did not dissolve society, because
habit was still unconsciously governed by an earlier
conception of common life. But now the old habits are
dissolving; and we shall lapse into barbarism unless a new
conception of the common good prevents resort to
violence. Politicians and Parties seem to be more concerned
with how to get power than with what to do when they
have power. But a common good must be clearly conceived
as the reason for power if social co-operation is to con-
tinue. How can this purpose be stated in modern terms?
Who is to share in the common good? A select few or all?
And what is the good to be shared?
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